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RESPONSE 



Honorable Commissioner of Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

The Official Action mailed October 2, 2006 has been received and its contents 
carefully noted. This response is filed within three months of the mailing date of the 
Official Action and therefore is believed to be timely without extension of time. 
Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully submits that this response is being timely filed. 

The Applicant notes with appreciation the consideration of the Information 
Disclosure Statements filed on April 20, 2004; May 3, 2004; June 30, 2004; November 
11, 2004; January 25, 2005; February 22, 2005; May 25, 2005; and September 12, 
2005. 

Claims 1-46 are pending in the present application, of which claims 1-32 are 
independent. All claims stand rejected based on the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting based on claims 1-42 of U.S. Patent 6,549,184 to 
Koyama et al. Reconsideration is requested. 

As stated in MPEP § 804, under the heading "Obviousness-Type," in order to 
form an obviousness-type double patenting rejection, a claim in the present application 



